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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH (S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may bo available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

" I US P ° ri0d f0f rop ' y s P ecified above is less tnan < 30 ) days- a ™PJy within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

- NO penod for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C S 133) 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). . 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 September 2004 . 
_ 2a)l3jrhis action. isFINAL. 2 b)D_This. action is non-final 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1^53 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 2-5. 1 1. 13-15. 19-26.29-50 and 52 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1.6-10.12.16-18.27.28.51 and 53 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

1 0)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO- 1 52. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
ajDAII b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment's) 

-1)P-Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) . 4) □ lnt^ieWSu7nma7y-(PTCai3) 

2) LJ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ information Disclosure Statements) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(sVMail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) Office Action Summary " Part of Paper No./Mai I Date 20041022 
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This-is-an-of f ice-action-f or-serial-number-10/-0 6 8,-121., 

Election/Restrictions 
This application contains claims 2-5, 11, 13, 15, 19-26, 
2 9-50, and 52 drawn to an invention nonelected with traverse in 
Paper Dated April 12, 2004. A complete reply to the final 
re j ectio n must in elude cancellation of nonelected claims o r ' 
other appropriate action (37 CFR 1.144) See MPEP § 821.01. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unleBS - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 6, 12, 16, 27, 28, 51 and 53 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Boss 3,484,810. Boss 
discloses a plurality of standardized members/ frame members (21A 
and 2 IB and 32 and 31) having a plurality of connection 
receivers (26, 28B, 28A, and where 34A and 34B are received in 
members 21A, 21B and 31, 32,), a plurality of first connectors/a 
plurality of first means for securing standardized members (2 9A, 
29B, 34A, and 34B) , a plurality of su p ports (27) /at least two 
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-second-means-f or-^ supporting- at— least-one-elongate-supported-item- 
comprising a strap having a receiving portion (where 36 is 
received on support) and a pair of legs (27B and the vertical 
portion between 27B and the horizontal portion that is received 
in 26) , and at least on second connector/at least one third 
means for securing said at least one se cond means to one of said 
standardized members (the ends of 27 that are received within 
26), supported item (36). Boss inherently teaches the method of 
supporting a supported item comprising the steps of selecting a 
plurality of frame members, forming into a grid shape, 
connecting together the frame members, engaging connection 
members . 

Claims 1, 6, 7, 9, 12, 16-18 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102 (b) as being anticipated by Kamrud, Sr. (Kamrud) 
4,676,472. Kamrud discloses a plurality of standardized members 
(28 and 30) of tubular cross-sectional shape (column 3, lines 
31ff) each having a plurality of connection receivers (36, 34) 
so as to form a frame (by definition frame in Merriam Webster' s 
Collegiate Dictionary means "something composed of parts fitted 
together and united") , a plurality of first connectors (40 and 
the washers in exploded view) , a plurality of supports (16 and 
14) comprising a strap 22 having a receiving portion (where high 
voltage tubing is received) and a pair of legs (44 or 24 and 
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-2 6-)— one- supp or t e d— it- em- (f-igur e— 3— high-vo It age-tub ing 

conductors or buses) , at least one second connector (46) 
includes a threaded rod. The applicant is reminded that the 
supported item has not been positively claimed by the applicant 
therefore the support system need only be capable of performing 

_the_ f unc t ion_of _ support ing_the_ at least one support ed item bein g 
a electrical conductor or a fluid conductor. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Boss 3,484,810. Boss discloses all of 
the limitations of the claimed invention except for the 
cellulose pressboard or made by folding a sheet containing a 
plurality of grooves. It would have been an a matter of 
engineering design choice to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to have modified Boss to have 
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-made-the-standardi zed-members- of— cel-lulose-pressboard-or— made -by— 
folding a sheet containing a plurality of grooves since it has 
been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art 
to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for 
the intended use as a matter of obvious design choice. In re 
Leshin, 12 5 US PQ 416 . The a pplicant does not indicate within 
the specification that the type of material or how the - 
standardized members are formed as being critical to the 
invention. (See applicant's specification page 14, lines 3ff 
and page 13, lines Iff) . 

.Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed September 17 , 2004 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's arguments that Boss does not 
disclose "a plurality of standardized, like members", the; 
examiner respectfully disagrees. First, one must define the 
limitation "like" in the broadest sense. The term "like" means 
"resembling or characteristic of" as defined by "Merriam 
Webster's Collegiate Dictionary Tenth Edition. The applicant has 
interpreted the term "like" as being "same" which is not the 
definition of the limitation. The examiner interpreting the 
limitation in the broadest sense believes that the "X bracing 
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members" arid^upri.gh,t_s£an^^ 

"like members" since they have characteristics of one another. 
The common characteristics between the "plurality of 
standardized, like members" (21A and 21B and 32 and 31, Boss) 
consists of each member being a bar, made of metal, having a 
plurality of openings, and bei ng struct ur al members formin g a 

frame. Therefore, examiner asserts that the Boss patent clearly 

i 

anticipates the limitations of claims. 

In response to the applicant's arguments that Kamrud, Sr. 
does not disclose a plurality of first connectors, the examiner 
respectfully disagrees. The applicant claims "a plurality of 
first connectors" which by definition means "to join or fasten 
together by something intervening" as defined by Merriam 
Webster's Collegiate Dictionary Tenth Edition. Kamrud, Sr. 
clearly meets this limitation since the bolt (40) and the 
washers and nut (exploded view figure 1) are all used in 
conjuction with each other as connectors for the purpose of 
joining the standardized member (3 0 and 28) together. 
Therefore, the examiner asserts that Kamrud, Sr. clearly 
anticipates the limitations of claims. 

In response to the applicant's arguments that Kamrud/ Sr. 
does not disclose "a plurality of standardized, like members", 
the examiner respectfully disagrees. First, one must define the 
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-limitation— 11 ke^-in-the-broadest-sense-. — The-term-^l-i-ke^— means — 
"resembling or characteristic of" as defined by "Merriam 
Webster's Collegiate Dictionary Tenth Edition. The applicant has 
interpreted the term "like" as being "same" which is not the 
definition of the limitation. The examiner interpreting the 
li m itation in the broadest sense bel i eves that the members (28 
and 30) are "like members" since they have common 
characteristics of one another. The common characteristics, 
between the "plurality of standardized, like members" (28 and 
30) , consists of each member being a bar, made of fiberglass, 
having a plurality of openings, and being structural members 
forming a frame. Therefore, examiner asserts that the Boss 
patent clearly anticipates the limitations of claims. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's 
conclusion of obviousness is based upon improper hindsight 
reasoning, it must be recognized that any judgment on 
obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based 
upon hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account 
only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at 
the time the claimed invention was made, and does not include 
knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 13 92, 
170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). The applicant argues that the 
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.modif ication_of_the_members-of-Boss_to_press-board-is-hindsight — 
The requirements/ function for Boss as stated in column 1, lines 
66ff "display stand which is economical, sturdy, and versatile" 
would not be destroyed if the stand were made of pressboard. 
The applicant has not disclosed within the specification how 
p ressboard is critical to the make u p of the invention therefo re 
the examiner has viewed the limitation as merely a design 
choice. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end- of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any__inqui ry_concerning„thi s_communi ca t i on_or_ear 1 ier 

communications from the examiner should be directed to Kimberly 
T. Wood whose telephone number is 703-3 08-053 9. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuc cessful, the examiner's supervisor, Lesli e Brau n can be 
reached on 703-308-2156. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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